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Dr. Stewart Lucas Murrey 
1217 Wilshire Blvd. # 3655 
Santa Monica, CA 90403 
Tel.: (424) 278-3017 
Email: 2@lucasmurrey.io 
Website: lucasmurrey.com 


Plaintiff & Plaintiff In Pro Per 


FILED 


Superior Court of Cali i 
f 
County of Los Angeles = 


JUN 27 2023 


David W. Slayton, Executive Officer/Clerk of Court 
By: Y. Ayala Alfaro, Deputy 


SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


STANELY MOSK COURTHOUSE 


DR. STEWART LUCAS MURREY, an ) Case No. “3STCVi4899 
individual; ) 
) Dept.: 
Plaintiff, ) 
) COMPLAINT FOR: 
Vs. ) 
) 1) Defamation — Libel 
Kelly Gibbons a.k.a. Kel Culb Gib, an ) 2) Defamation — Libel per se 
individual; Liv Burger, an individual; Elly ) 3) False Light 
Shariat, an individual; Ainka Wiz, an individual; ) 4) Invasion of Privacy 
Anonymous Group Member 1, an individual, _) 5) Deprivation of Constitutional Rights 
Amy Blalock, an individual; Vanessa Valdes, an ) Pursuant to Cal. Civ. Code § 52.1 
individual; Lena Vanderford, an individual; ) 6) Intentional Infliction of Emotional 
Michal Ofek, an individual; Kelyn Rodriguez, an) Distress 
individual; and DOES 1 through 50, inclusive; ) 7) Intentional Interference with Prospective 
) Economic Advantage 
Defendants. ) 8) Negligent Interference with Prospective 
) Economic Advantage 
) 9) Declaratory Relief 
) 
) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
EE e 25 ee) 
I. PARTIES 
1. Plaintiff Dr. Stewart Lucas Murrey (“Dr. Murrey”) is and at all times mentioned 


herein was, an individual, over the age of majority, residing in the City of Los Angeles, County of 


Los Angeles, State of California. 
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2. Having eared his Ph.D from Yale University in 2010 and having published his first 
two scholarly books in 2014 and 2015 on the invention of money in early historic Greece and its 
descent into modern time, Dr. Murrey has achieved and maintained an excellent reputation in his 
community for his scholarly work and professionalism in business as well for his compassionate 
iaie and general good spirit as a person. 

3. Defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, 
Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez 
and DOES 1 through 50 are individuals who either with true and/or pseudonymous and/or 
anonymous identities and/or names harmed plaintiff by publishing, re-publishing and circulating 
defamation of plaintiff and conspiring to harm his reputation online. Most of this harm occurred in a 
Facebook group: “Are We Dating The Same Guy? Los Angeles” (“FBGroup1”) and other similar 
Facebook groups such as, but not limited to “Are We Dating The Same Guy? Orange County OC 
Irvine Huntington Beach” and “Do not date Him/Dating Advice Group For Women All Around The 
World” (“FBGroup2-?”), thus representing a state as well as an interstate i.e. nation-wide arena of 
execution. Defendants’ precise identities, capacities and residences are presently unknown to 
plaintiff. Plaintiff will seek to amend this complaint when defendants’ true identities, capacities and 
residences have been ascertained during discovery. 

Il. JURISDICTION 

4. The Court has general jurisdiction in this case because plaintiff Dr. Murrey resides 
within the county of Los Angeles and the criminal acts and civil torts committed by defendants 
occurred either online and/or in and/or near the county of Los Angeles. 

Ill. GENERAL ALLEGATIONS: 


5. Defendants wrate, published and circulated defamatory statements about plaintiff in 
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FBGroup1 and FBGroup2-? to millions of users on Facebook (i.e. Meta who also owns Facebook, 
Instagram, Whatsapp, etc.) during the past two-three (2-3) years that include the following 
statements: “Public records show” [that plaintiff has] involvement in [a] MURDER case of his ex 
wife”, is “suspected of murder”; [h]as several domestic violence charges filed against him”; “[has] 
“[f]iled [...}] court cases against women [...] trying to extort money from them”; “[h]as acted 
aggressively in court”, “has STDs”, has an “ex-wife who was killed”, deserves to be “ARRESTED”; 
“claim[s] he is an attorney”; and that plaintiff is listed on the California court’s public record as being 
a “vexatious litigant”. 

6. All of these statements are false. Plaintiff has no criminal record whatsoever, and thus 
there are no such public records. Plaintiff has never been involved in a murder case, much less one 
involving his wife — and not only because he was never married. Plaintiff had a girlfriend who passed 
from cancer in March of 2018 and for whom he cared lovingly as best as he could up until she 
passed. Plaintiff has never been charged, much less convicted of any crime his entire life. Plaintiff 
has never filed a frivolous lawsuit, much less tried to extort anyone. Plaintiff has never acted 
aggressive in court. Plaintiff is in good health and does not have any sexually transmitted diseases 
(“STDs”). Plaintiff has never claimed that he is an attorney; he is content as an independent scholar 
with a Ph.D from Yale University. And plaintiff is not a vexatious litigant, nor has he ever been 
labeled one by any court anywhere. 

7. Defendants further wrote, published and circulated defamatory statements about plaintiff 
in FBGroup1 and FBGroup2-? to millions of users on Facebook during the past two-three (2-3) years 
that include the following statements: Plaintiff has committed fraud; has been caught acting 
fraudulent; is deceitful; he falsely claims to have a doctoral degree (Ph.D); and that plaintiff is the 


subject of a “murder suspicion article”. 
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8. Again; all of these statements are false. Said events similarly never actually happened 
and/or are false. In truth and actual fact, plaintiff has not committed fraud nor acted deceitful. He is 
well-known for being an honest and fair person. Plaintiff properly obtained a Ph.D from Yale 
University in 2011 before going on to write and publish several books and articles recognized by 
leading scholars around the world such as Noam Chomsky who celebrates plaintiff s works on the 
backs of plaintiff s books — and plaintiff's writings are available at practically all libraries of every 
university and college within and beyond the United States. Plaintiff is unaware of any “murder 
suspicion article” of which he is the subject, nor should he be, as this would also be yet another 
instance of libel and libelous defamation per se. 

9. Any and all court documents posted and/or linked by defendants thus betrays defendants’ 
malicious misrepresentatian of court documents. In past cases wherein plaintiff was a party to any 
action, opposing parties of earlier cases misrepresented and lied about countless facts i.e. they abused 
process to create a false picture of plaintiff. As defendants of this present action praise themselves as 
experts in law and give one another legal advice know, none of these past statements wherein 
plaintiff was unfairly attacked ever turned out to be true. Thus defendants maliciously post links to 
past court documents about plaintiff to misrepresent the past in their conspiracy to cause harm to 
plaintiff. 

10. In truth and actual fact defendants elaborately conspired to harm plaintiff. This is seen, for 
instance, in the purely fictional story invented by the Facebook criminal Elly Shariat. Shariat falsely 
claimed that plaintiff was interested in meeting her; that he stalked her and a client of hers at a hotel 
until she was spontaneously “rescued” by “a British guy”. This entire story is pure fiction. However, 
Shariat’s Facebook criminal co-conspirators Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, 


Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez and 
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countless other Facebook accounts intentionally “reacted” as if Shariat’s sham story was true. The 
Facebook criminal Amy Blalock tells a similarly fictional story to harm plaintiff. Defendants 
invented said fictional stories out of malice to create a fake network effect with millions of users to 
severely harm plaintiff. All the stories referring to plaintiff in said Facebook groups are fictional (as 
in Shariat’s, Blakock’s and many others’ stories) and/or, at best, are maliciously taken out of context 
to severely harass and harm plaintiff. 

11. Astonishingly, defendants’ acts are still more despicable. Facebook/Instagram criminals 
Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena 
Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, et. al created the above-noted false statements about 
plaintiff while they intentionally conspired to keep their victim (the plaintiff in this action) unaware 
in the dark and thus unable to defend himself i.e. vulnerable to their endless assaults. Defendants not 
only never informed plaintiff of their savage acts, which date back to at least 2020, if not earlier. 
Defendants even elaborately conspired to keep their online attacks secret to make sure the damage 
would be ongoing and irreparable to plaintiff life and work by the time he found out about their 
defamation conspiracy, if ever. 

12. Plaintiff only first became aware of this conspiracy to harm him on Facebook and 
elsewhere in late 2022. He began obtaining evidence of the statements and some of the Facebook 
accounts in early 2023 and he continues to gather evidence presently. Nevertheless, plaintiff has 
suffered serious crimes and civil torts e.g. extreme harassment, stalking and hate-crimes since at least 
2019, if not earlier, all of which continue into the present and all of which are clearly a result of 
defendants’ cyberbullying of plaintiff on Facebook and other online platforms which are directly 
associated with Los Angeles and southern California where plaintiff lives and which have millions of 


users. 
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13. In good faith, prior to taking steps to filing this case, plaintiff diligently contacted a few of 
the defendants who he recalls having matched with via online dating apps and who freely gave 
plaintiff their telephone numbers. Plaintiff explained in text messages to them that because of their 
above-noted harmful statements and conspiracy, he would now be forced to take legal action. It 
should be noted, as well, that plaintiff never having had any serious interest in any of defendants, 
much less romantic interest. For instance, after matching with and then texting with defendant Kelly 
Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, plaintiff could tell that Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib was not his type 
and he informed Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib that he no longer had any interest in meeting her. 
After being rejected, Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib resentfully posting hundreds of false and 
harmful comments about plaintiff as well as pictures she had stolen of him and also links about 
plaintiff as noted above. 

14. Similarly, when plaintiff met with defendant Liv Burger after matching with her, it was 
grossly clear that Liv Burger did not look like her pictures and she did not seem to be in good health, 
neither physical nor mental. Plaintiff quickly came up with an excuse to remove himself from their 
meeting to soften the blow against Burger’s ego. Nevertheless, like Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, 
Liv Burger immediately thereafter created a fictional account of what happened to maliciously harm 
plaintiff. 

15. As none of the women involved in this criminal conspiracy were of any serious interest to 
plaintiff, it is reasonable to think that defendants are seeking to revenge themselves against plaintiff 
because of the rejection they collectively felt. After all, plaintiff refused to take any of these women 
serious, much less as sericus romantic partners. This is implied, for instance, in the delusional 
statement of said defendants’ Facebook criminal co-conspirator, Donna Dishbak. Speaking to another 


Facebook criminal co-conspirator, Brittany Shea, Dishbak states: “If anything this group has taught 
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me is that rejection is protection!” As we shall see below and as this case develops, it is clear that 
defendants, including, but not limited to the criminal conspirators Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, 
Liv Burger, Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn 
Rodriguez, all the Facebook administrators and moderators as well as Facebook (Meta Le. Instagram 
and Whatsapp) itself, et al. have no real interest in caring for, much less protecting women. Instead, 
the aforementioned criminals are exploiting the concept of vulnerable women as an excuse to assault 
vulnerable men like plaintiff, As such, defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, 
Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, et 
al. are no different than pedophiles engaged in criminal acts of “grooming”, specifically, they 
“groom” other innocent women on Facebook and elsewhere with their “fear porn” to falsely assault 
innocent men who rejected them.! 

16. Because said criminals prefer to commit crimes in secret and operate in secret groups, 
many of the members of said Facebook groups attacking plaintiff are either fake accounts and/or 
anonymous. Thus defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, 
Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, et 
al. created countless anonymous postings that they, in turn, re-posted and circulated among millions 
of Facebook users online. {See the concurrently filed in support of declaratory relief Declaration of 
Plaintiff Dr. Stewart Lucas Murrey, 7 3 & Ex. 1; and see Jf 1-14). Like the fake stories noted above 
defendants further created countless fake Facebook accounts that they then used to create a fake 


network effect and a fake social media consensus. In other words, defendants conspired to create 


' Tt is significant that Meta a.k.a. Facebook, Instagram, Whatsapp, etc. which is the preferred platform and application of 
this criminals, is directly linked to pedophilia: See /nstagram ’s Vast Pedophile Network from even rags like The Wall 
Street Journal: June, 2023: https://www.wsj.com/articles/instagram-vast-pedophile-network-4ab7189; See also: 
https:/Awww.zerohedge.com/political/cheese-pizza-metas-instagram-facilitated-massive-pedophile-network. 
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hundreds of fake Facebook accounts that would seem to be inseparable from the minority of real- 
world Facebook accounts maliciously attacking plaintiff? Ibid.) 


17. This large-scale conspiracy to create a fake online social consensus had and continues to 
have real consequences. Plaintiff has suffered and continues to suffer damages that includes, but is 


not limited to, the loss of millions of dollars of earnings in regard to his scholarly writings, legal work 


? This group of Facebook cyberbully criminals includes not only Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly 
Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, 
but also the following Facebook cyberbully criminals: Caitlin Brown, Katherine Frame, Seairra Dittenber, Romi Ben- 
Elyaho, Zen Chrome, Bridget Garwood, Lindsay Alexandra, Diane Leprince, Crisna Kay, Tara Wujcik, Donna L 
Anderson, Naomi Joy Garcia, Kendra Latty, Sierra Kay, Nicole Burova, Sarah Jean, Beth Creekmur, Donna Dishbak, 
Brittany Shea, Teal Muah, Amy Blalock, Kera H Bjornerud, Tessa Tigges, Tikvah Hara, Stephanie Basey, Christina 
Runnels, Sophia Oman, Kimiya Ayubi, Amber Jones, Rachel Vankirk French, Wendy Wang, Marianne Karagianis, 
Mapnanna Bepuurreitn/Nathan (39 year-old male), Lauren Nicole Clark, Kari Woodring Webster, Mickey Holmes, 
Carrisa Grace, Evonne Caouette, Kren Lua, Lonni Epstein, Severina Paige, Clarissa Cash, Paige Cone, Savannah 
Valencia, Nicole Katherine, Lauren-Ashleigh Christian, Jess Caylyn, Stephanie O’Connor, Arrowyn Ambrose, Rocio 
Cam, Kyra Nicole, Phyllis Lewis Trosper, Jordan Michele Johnson, Carisa Ducommun Lezza, Linda Dumayas, Ai Yah 
Shida, Susan Taylor, Scarlett Serena, Pearl Perez, Melina Miller, Aunya Tawn, Amy Monroe, Kristi Denise, Shannon J. 
Connolly, Deirdra MacIntyre Cowen, Megan Cork, Adrienne Marie, Antonia Shestakova, Patrice Woods, Sinéad Eby, 
Fatemeh Sharifi, Masha Dowell, Erin O’Neil, Swati LaPerre, Linda Xochitl Avalos, Kate Clough, Jorgiana Jake, Juliana 
Jules, Colleen Funck, Danielle Dirks, Valerie Jenny, Luna Narcissa, Agata Monica, Keri Donahue, Kate Eves, Jessica 
Guastella, Sasha Alex Raskin, Serena De Comarmond, Karen Curtis Perez, Laura Nelson, Nicola Burova, Sarah Scolari, 
Jessica Khalili, Chloe Bednorz, Amanda Sorensen, Danielle Marie, Miriam Landru, Eve Salazar, Emily Noelle, Jess 
Land, Kathyran Macdonald, Raz Rodriguez, Vanessa Parrotta, Amanda Sains, Alyssa Jenkins, Lucy Crew, Sarah Pauter, 
Lauren Del Toro, Alia Ollikainen Joslin, Amy Dawn, Marianne Liv, Krystal Paige Haddadin, Sasha Gharibian, Ash Petti, 
Jenny Liang, Rachel Lopez, Nisa Ahmad, Myranda Byrne, Lea Reed, Lindsay Crowe, Angella Green, Vida Ghaffari, 
Tiffani Rooney, Jacqui Blue, Tamar Gelber, Gingy Pw, Jacqueline Elaine Allen, Michelle Rech, Dee Acuna, Amisha 
Patel, Jill Billingsley, Imani Change, Diana Danaila, Mary Elizabeth 1, Elizabeth Mary, Mary Elizabeth 2, Taylor Gillies, 
Michelle Juliana Henderson, Erin Searcy, Laurel Young, Allison Gardner, Coco Nicole, Rae Gull, Debbie Wu, Michelle 
Hartley, Brittany Elias Scott, Jaci MH, Kristen Sunnie Baltes, Amanda Malcolm-Brown, Farahnaz Jaan, Anna Stamatiou, 
Kim Lusk, Jenna Seppa, Rachel Luttrell, Angelina Beeby, Tiffany Chantel Robinson, Courtnei Evans, Diana 
Xochiquetzal, Min Ji Clark, Jennifer Dal Chele, Judith Marker, Sathiya Patthanam, Jasmine Pelayo (Veronica), Marilynn 
Haytch, Brittany Fomey, Bridgette Yang, Shea Brandy, Allie Trelles, Gladys Rios, Zandri Zandri, Sandy Parra, Jenny 
Kay, Mawa Agnieszka, Ana Chavez, Royal Enfield, Ravleen Ahuja, Maya Allegro, Alli Ebenkamp, Gillian Spice, Aubey 
Martinez, Tori Lou, Dyrdre Lynne Lozano, Genevieve Alexander, Sarn Gil, Christine Vu, Lex McNaughton, Kat Barre, 
Eva Neeck, Jennica Mae Abrams, Rebekah Athey, Jabro Ni, Julia Morgan Lantz, Jacqueline Trevizo, Maykover 
Celestine, Nathaly Silva, Melissa Garcia Murrieta, Lindsay Brooke, Cece V, Olivia Blyds, Natalie Abernathy, Alessandra 
Conti, Allison Eckhart, Leah Williams, Elle Fraijo, Helen PM, Nathalie Holmes, Briana Vinson, Ngozika Justbeingme 
O'keke, Yaya Joanna, Kathleen Trinh, Shannon Marie, Emma Lervold, Amber Michelle, Nicole Samra, Michala 
Martinez, Bryn Crowell, Janae Nicole, Leah Shubin, Sue Scaduto, Charlotte Hannah, Kaitlin Lillywhite, Kelly Soll, Mary 
Denuccio, Claire Wilson; and including, but not limited to the following Facebook criminal administrators and 
moderators: Paola Sanchez, Sam Daniels, Alexis Kyle, Sam Lupa, Coraline Lotz, Kallie Ann, Betty Suarez, Tara Dyhani 
Purswani, Amanda Hu, Madison Pierce, Patience Wright, Lisa Jones, Julie Mikus, Maria-Paula Lanatta, Susan Taylor, 
Dianne Wesley, Selena Marquez, Karen Urbanio, Polly Hannah, Cortney Fox, Karen Chen, Tadie Tarwie, Erin Mccurley, 
Holly Luna, Leyah Rodriguez, Ashley Brenn S, Christina Gao, Jill Lobliner Mohel, Madelene West, Andrea Helms, 
Jackie Rae, Bridgette Malone, Chanel Sanchez, Tiffany Farrand, Melanie Posada, Jessica Rose Cuneo, Amy Bruno, 
Stephanie Day, Samantha Shirey, Chrissy Storr, Jasmyne Broadbent, Awa Cham, Sharleen Waa, Shekia Bolden, Tedra 
Tado, Mary Davies, Sofia, Victoria Blackwell, Vanessa Ace, Apple Chen, Awa Cham, Gabriela Emperatriz, Jenney 
Bennett, Elizabeth Persons, Miranda Ashley, Jessica Marie Lim David, Melissa Stitts. 
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and entrepreneurial ventures from 2019 through the present and generally was an assault against any 
stability in plaintiff’s life and ability to earn a living. Defendants also knew they caused and continue 
to cause severe damage to plaintiff’s relationships e.g. with family and friends and to his social and 
dating life in general. This is especially true since, because of the response to COVID-19 in 2020 
wherein “life” became mare and more absorbed i.e. trapped on online platforms run by unlawful 
monopolies such as Facebook, Instagram, Youtube (Google) etc., life now means online experience.’ 
And locally, in the county wherein plaintiff lives and works, he has lost all privacy. Defendants 


) 
posted, for instance, without plaintiffs consent, his private telephone number such that he has 


{received multiple death threats and he has had to change his private number. Defendants falsely 


claimed plaintiff gave them his private address, and now plaintiff is forced to use a P.O. Box instead. 


|In fact, plaintiff can hardly be in public without being reasonably concerned that one of the above- 


noted hundreds of Facebook/Instagram criminals wil! not be stalking and harassing him and 
maliciously seeking to harm him and misrepresent his everyday life and work online to millions of 
strangers online without him being able to defend himself (Ibid.). 

18. Plaintiff diligently tried to join said Facebook groups to defend himself on 26 February 
2023 and again on 28 February 2023 and plaintiff has tried since this last date as well. But given that 
Facebook administrators and moderators are conspiring with the above-noted crimes against plaintiff, 
Facebook administrators and moderators refused to allow plaintiff to join these groups. This means 
Facebook administrators and moderators conspired with and continue to conspire with said criminal 


group members to violate plaintiff s right to free speech and to make plaintiff defenseless against 


3 By now it has become clear that said unlawful dating app monopolies conspired criminally to “cancel” anyone who 
refused to get vaccinated, including plaintiff. This is in contrast to those who did get vaccinated who were offered, for 
instance, “time” with prostitutes and other sketchy incentives, all of which the above-noted Facebook criminal defendants 
Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal 
Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, all the Facebook administrators and moderators as well as Facebook (Meta i.e. also Instagram 
and Whatsapp) support. 
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defendants’ severely harmful crimes and civil torts. Although this is to be expected, given that 
defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous 
Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. are 
shadowy cowards who have no chance of engaging in, much less prevailing in, a fair, civil debate 
about anything, such cyberbullying is illegal and a serious crime (Ibid.). 

19. Plaintiff diligently reported the above-noted serious crimes and civil torts to Facebook. 
Specifically, he contacted the “Reporting Abuse” division of Facebook’s “Help Center” and 
Facebook’s legal team in early March 2023 and again on 9 April 2023. Facebook failed to respond 
whatsoever, much less stop said osoni extreme criminal harm. Facebook also failed to respond to 
plaintiff after he properly gave them notice on 31 March 2023 (and after said date) to preserve any 
and all data and/or meta-data relevant to the above-noted Facebook groups along with any other 
reasonably suspected data and meta-data relevant to this and any other related actions that Meta has 
collected (Ibid.). 

20. The scale of the assault on plaintiff is alarming. Why is it that hundreds of (fake) 
Facebook accounts have nothing better to do than attack plaintiff's life and work? This is particularly 
troubling because Facebook knows that it is going against Facebook’s own terms and conditions, for 
instance, wherein it is supposed to not be allowed if a user creates a fake account. As noted above, 
Facebook’s administrators and moderators are clearly conspiring with this lethal hit job. And 
Facebook itself, which refuses to respond, much less alleviate the situation, will not even allow 
plaintiff to update his own personal Facebook account such that he cannot update his personal 
ibni including, but not limited to his email and phone number. Facebook further has fake 
accounts with plaintiff s name as well an entire account of plaintiff that Facebook has refused to 


delete for years and which still exists, today. This raises the question: Why does this conspiracy 
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exist? And why is Facebook aggressively conspiring in the above-noted crimes and civil torts against 
plaintiff? 

21. Among defendants’ anonymous assaults on plaintiff is their threat to stalk and harass him, 
as when Liv Burger suggests that she and her Facebook criminal co-conspirators should “wear shirts 
with [a] picture of his ex who was killed” (Ibid.). In response to Burger, defendant and Facebook 
criminal Anonymous Group Member 1 states: “Some of us can dress like CIA agents and get him 
spooked out...” (Ibid.) As this is unusual, it is critical to make this clear. What is being said by 
defendants is that their tactic for harming plaintiff is: 1) “wear[ing] shirts with [a] picture of his ex 
who was killed” and “dress[ing] like CIA agents”. The reason the above-noted sinister tactic is worth 
mentioning is because defendants further react aggressively to plaintiff s civil criticisms of unlawful 
national security state agencies like the CIA. For instance, defendants’ illegally stole some of 
plaintiff s copyrighted writings and images from his personal website wherein plaintiff offers. 
reasonable criticisms of the CIA (Ibid.). Defendants then unlawfully re-published plaintiff s writings 
on Facebook without plaintiff's consent and with the clear intent to disparage plaintiff, though 
defendants failed to offer any rationale for their position (Ibid.). Plaintiff has contacted Facebook. As 
usual Facebook refuses to remedy their users’ crimes against plaintiff s intellectual property (“IP”) 
rights and violation of his rights in general, including even his copyright rights (Ibid.). And of course 
defendants are bizarrely obsessed with something called “Q-anon” that seems to be a CIA 
psychological operation (“psyop”) to disparage anyone who exercises free thought and speech and 
with which plaintiff has never had any relation (Ibid.). And this raises the further question: Why is 
this unusually large scale Facebook hit job also aggressively defending unlawful governmental 
agencies like the CIA? (Ibid.) | 


22. Unlike defendants (and anyone else dumb and desperate enough to work for the CIA or 
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any other such mafia-like “national security state agency”),* plaintiff is a serious scholar with an 
inner core of common sense and decency. As an author of serious sholi works, for instance, those 
from 2014 and 2015 praised by other intellectuals like Noam Chomsky, Richard Seaford, Ulrich 
Duchrow, et al., plaintiff has for a long time been the target of any unlawful agency seeking to mask 
its criminal behavior (Ibid.). 

23. This includes, but is not limited to plaintiff’s criticisms of Silicon Valley’s relationship 
with governmental agencies, as when plaintiff criticizes Facebook a.k.a. Meta (i.e. Instagram, 
Whatsapp, etc.) exploiting in bad faith section 230 of the Communications Decency Act (CDA 
(“section 230”). Like Google a.k.a. Youtube, Microsoft, Amazon, Twitter, et al., such criminal “tech” 
monopolies work with unlawful national security state agencies to bottleneck the data of everyone on 
earth with the malicious goal of creating a dystopia wherein people cannot own their own data, nor 
enjoy their fundamental and constitutional right to privacy. One does not have to be a genius to see 
that Facebook i.e. Meta (Instagram, Whatsapp, etc.) and (said criminal) gang have harmed our 
species far more than they have provided us with a useful service to grow and flourish. The present 
sorry state of America is only possible because the national security state and (actually private) 
federal reserve make sure there is no actual free market, especially no free market for “tech”. 

24. Criminal partnerships like that between Facebook and unlawful national security state 
agencies exist to brainwash the American populace. As has been clear to anyone paying attention for 
some time — and about which plaintiff even posted on Instagram back in September of 2021 on 


Instagram (i.e. another Meta/Facebook/Whatsapp, etc.) — there have been approximately 100,000 


employees of the Pentagon/national security operating within the last decade online with masked 


4 This is to say nothing of the national security state’s many controlled NGOs and sketchy “for profit” companies like 
Facebook. 
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and/or low profile identities as part of a broad program called “Signature Reduction”.> The practical 
goal of said secret United States spy network on “social media apps” like Facebook is no different 
than what we see going on in China. On Facebook and other such criminal platforms, foreign and 


domestic civilians whọ, like plaintiff, exercise their right to free speech are targeted. 


25. Thus this large-scale Facebook hit job on plaintiff escalated after not only after he 
publicly posted said article also on Instagram (i.e. Meta/Facebook/Whatsapp, etc.), but also while 


plaintiff continued to publish criticisms of Facebook and its front man Mark Zuckerberg. In truth and 


actual fact Facebook and Zuckerberg are mere fronts for the Pentagon’s previous failed forerunner 
Facebook abortion called “Lifelog” from the early 2000s.” And again, anyone paying attention and 


who has common sense, knows that Facebook is crawling with ex-CIA agents et al. 


26. Prior to this assault, plaintiff has been for some time vocal about Facebook as a criminal 
organization that works w:th unlawful national security state agencies like the department of 
homeland security (“DHS”), to give just one more of countless examples. Facebook fails to protect 
young people from human trafficking, including but ial limited to sex trafficking and pedophilia.’ 


Facebook is infamous for its rigging of governmental elections that are supposed to be for the people, 


5 Arkin, Williams, “Exclusive: ‘inside the Military’s Secret Undercover Army”, Newsweek, 17 May 2021: 
https://www.newsweek.com/exclusive-inside-military s-secret-undercover-army-1591881. See also Kit Klarenberg’s 
recent summary: Exposed: Disturbing Details of New Pentagon “Perception Management Office” from 9 June 2023 at 
Mint Press News: https://www-.mintpressnews.com/exposed-disturbing-details-of-new-pentagon-perception-management- 
office/284962/. 

6 Ibid. 

? https:/ucasmurrey.com/BITCOIN AND AMERICA PART I. Anyone with intelligence and decency is aware of the 
dark background of the United States in regard to the fusion of the Italian and Jewish mafia with US “intelligence” during 
and just after the Second World War. See, for instance, David Talbot’s The Devil’s Chessboard: Allen Dulles, the CIA 
and the Rise of America’s Secret Government from 2016. More recently, works by Whitney Webb concerning Jeffrey 
Epstein and Ghislaine Maxwell carry this torch forward into the present: One Nation Under Blackmail: The Sordid Union 
Between Intelligence and Crime that Gave Rise to Jeffrey Epstein, Vol.s 1-2, 2022. See also: 
https://unlimitedhangout.com/202 1/04/investigative-reports/the-military -origins-of-facebook/. 

8 See e.g. https://www.mintpressnews.com/meet-ex-cia-agents-deciding-facebook-content-policy/28 1307/. 

> Again, it is significant that Meta a.k.a. Facebook, Instagram, Whatsapp, etc. which is the preferred platform and 
application of this cyberbully criminals, is itself directly linked to pedophilia: See Instagram ’s Vast Pedophile Network 
from the Wall Street Journal, June, 2023: https://www.wsj.com/articles/instagram-vast-pedophile-network-4ab7 189; See 
also https://www.zerohedge.com/political/cheese-pizza-metas-instagram-facilitated-massive-pedophile-network. 
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Facebook is guilty of endless financial crimes and abusing censorship to knowingly violate its 
billions of users’ rights to freedom of speech to be informed citizens to make decisions.” Meta’s 
platforms (Facebook, Instagram, Whatsapp etc.) are among the worst for the mental health on earth, 
in particular for children and adolescents. Facebook promotes anonymity and maliciously abuses 
section 230. If Facebook and gang were forced to be lawful and transparent, people would become 
aware of their toxic psyops to steal data to control and harm people. But because Facebook and gang 
deploy vast amounts of money to obfuscate the difference between privacy and anonymity, most 
people remain unaware of the digital prison in which they live out their dreary lives. 

27. Plaintiff is a supporter of Bitcoin Satoshi’s Vision (“BSV”). BSV is a protocol wherein 
people can transact both money and data while actually retaining their privacy and ownership of their 
data and money. Plaintiff is also an entrepreneur within the BSV community. Meta and Zuckerberg 
have been instructed by those in actual positions of power i.e. those above Meta and Zuckerberg to 
assault BSV and anything BSV-related. This is clear in the trillion-dollar lawsuits currently being 
litigated between the inventor of Bitcoin, Dr. Craig S. Wright a.k.a. Satoshi Nakamoto,'’ and a 
criminal gang of usual suspects: big tech companies calling themselves COPA (Crypto Open Patent 
Alliance) led by Jack Dorsey (from Twitter) and with Zuckerberg on its board, among other front 
men and women.!? In contrast to Zuckerberg and Meta’s dismal failure when they tried to create a 


blockchain: “Libra” (which for good reason most people cannot remember), BSV is a successful form 


lof money and data exchange that has a mortal (patented) lock on said new technology. 


28. And because BSV, especially when used in conjunction with the Internet Protocol version 


10 Beyond the well-known Cambridge-Analytica ordeal, see e.g. “Zuckerberg Admits Facebook ‘Fact Checkers’ Censored 
True Information” by Frank Bergman from 11 June 2023: https://slaynews.com/news/zuckerberg-admits-facebook-fact- 
checkers-censored-true-information-undermines-trust/. 

1 https://craigwright.net/. 

12 https://coingeek.com/meta-joins-copa-if-you-arent-with-craig-wright-youre-with-zuckerberg/; See also: 
https://coingeek.com/copa-delays-craig-wright-bitcoin-white-paper-trial-until-2024/. 
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Six (“IPv6”), offers a true yansa exchange of money and data i.e. communication that is 
actually private, this new tech represents the first and only serious challenge to our present day Nazi- 
like surveillance state that has effectively achieved a secret and slow-motion coup d'etat in the 
United States and elsewhere during recent decades (See, for instance, the recent article in Wired from 
12 June 2023: The US Is Openly Stockpiling Dirt On All Its Citizens: A newly declassified report 

om the Office of the Director of National Intelligence (“ODNI’’) reveals that the federal 


government is buying troves of data about Americans). This sheds some light on the ulterior motives 


of the hundreds of (mostly fake) Facebook accounts severely assaulting plaintiff who is openly 
against said fascism. 

29. Admittedly, some of these criminal Facebook accounts are sacrificial pons wherein the 
user is unaware. Lena Vanderford, for instance, seems to be upset because plaintiff once refused to 
meet her for a café. Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib is upset plaintiff realized she was mentally ill 
and physically not his type and he refused to meet with her. Plaintiff saw first hand that Liv Burger 
looks nothing like her pictures and turned out to be of questionable mental and physical health, thus 
why plaintiff made an excuse to extract himself from Burger’s presence forthwith. And the same 
could be said for the other defendants and those named in the above-noted Facebook groups, 
including, but not limited to Amy Blalock, Vanessa Valdes, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, et al. 
Plaintiff simply had no real interest in any of these women, nor should they have expected any real 
interest. In fact, because defendants are desperate to violate plaintiff s right to not date them, they 
even inadvertently exposed themselves and their own lies. Thus defendants often say they “googled” 
plaintiff and “sleuthed” him AFTER he rejected them, when in truth and actual fact, of course they 
looked plaintiff up BEFORE meeting him. But if these women are simply resentful because they 


were rejected, this still does not account for the role they are playing in the large-scale mortal assault 
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on plaintiff and his reputation. Even sacrificial pons like Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv 
Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, 
Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. gesture to the greater attack against plaintiff for which they are 
also now guilty. 

30. Nevertheless all those involved in this criminal conspiracy are heinously savage. 
Particularly despicable is how defendants and Facebook criminals like Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb 
Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena 
Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. posture as if they care about protecting women. In 
truth they are exploiting vulnerable women to attack vulnerable men. And by doing this, said 
Facebook criminals are intentionally and maliciously “grooming” innocent women to attack innocent 


men, thus inciting chaos and harming the fabric of our community. Thus defendants aggressively 


support a revenge-porn/shaming/extortion website that severely harmed plaintiff s past girlfriend 
while she battled the cancer to which she later succumbed: WWW. CHEATERREPORT.COM 
(“Cheaterreport”). Cheaterreport published extreme and anonymous defamation about plaintiff s 
girlfriend in late 2017 and continued to disparage her unlawfully until she passed from cancer in 
2018. Before passing, as defendants all know, she was extorted by Cheaterreport and its “reputation” 
scams, specifically by a scam artist secretly running this criminal revenge-porn site by the name of 
Domingo Juan Rivera: Rivera who also belongs to United States Navy Cyber-Security “Intelligence”. 
31. In fact there is a host of con-artists with whom Rivera works. The list includes, but is not 
limited to the fraudulent Ohio “attorney” Aaron Minc and Minc’s fraudulent law firm Minc Law, the 
fraudulent Colorado “reputation adviser” Anthony Will and Will’s fraudulent company “Reputation 
Resolutions”, the fraudulent New York reputation company Brandyourself, Inc., the fraudulent 


Arizona lawyer David Gingras: another low-grade pawn for the online revenge-porn industry and 
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! Cheaterreport and then extorted by Domingo Rivera et al. while she was dying of cancer. Since all 


the defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous 


|fully knowledgeable of all the details of all the court cases in which plaintiff has been involved -, 
: said Facebook criminals and defendants are fully aware of all the details mentioned above. In other 


| words, the defendants in this present action, including, but not limited to: Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb 


unlawful national security state, et al. Evidence shows Rivera and gang conspired with Minc et al. to 
operate Cheaterreport anonymously on both the backend of said revenge-porn website and the front 
end of this scam.” Specifically, Rivera, Minc, et al. “offered” non-transparent, often anonymous 
money-transfers i.e. “pay-offs” in exchange for the removal of defamation and unlawful anonymous 


defamation and disparagement of a person who found him or herself on Cheaterreport. And this is 


precisely what plaintiff s girlfriend suffered in 2017. She was defamed and disparaged on 


Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. 


aggressively promote and support Cheaterreport — and also themselves as experts in law and as being 


Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena 
Vander ford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. who aggressively promote themselves also as 


13 Domingo Juan Rivera, the secret operator of the revenge-porn/shaming website WWW.CHEATERREPORT.COM 
(“Cheaterreport”), has admitted under oath in federal court to being a part of the United States military (See California 
Central District Case No. CV20-6217/21/CV-00320). Specifically, Rivera admitted that he worked for the US Navy as an 
Information Security Specialist for the US Marine Corps Network Operations and Security Center and how he had for 
many years a Top Secret/SCI Security Clearance. Rivera has also been trained by the Department of Defense’ Cyber 
Investigations Training Academy, etc. This means that the US national security state finds it critical to “protect the 
people” by harming innocent people with revenge-porn/shaming/extortion online scams like Rivera’s Cheaterreport 
which Rivera secretly operated for years with Rivera’s criminal co-conspirators like Aaron Minc. Rivera and his entities, 
save Rivera’s off-shore Cheaterreport ones like PRVT LLC located in financial secrecy jurisdictions like Puerto Rico 
and/or Panama, are all located in Virginia. Similarly, Rivera himself lives more or less walking distance from the 
headquarters of all eighteen (18) U.S. “intelligence” agencies. And Rivera is so desperate to hide the truth about 
Cheaterreport that Rivera failed to provide even the slightest good faith transparency in Federal Court regarding the 
jurisdiction of Cheaterreport. This is why a federal judge granted an opposition by plaintiff Dr. Murrey against Rivera’s 
frivolous motion in another case re: Cheaterreport (one presently still being litigated, see Fed. case no. 21-cv-08140 in the 
central district of California). And given that Rivera works often with the con-artist Aaron Minc, it should be noted any 
intelligent and decent persons know that Minc and Minc’s fraudulent firm Minc law are a joke. Desperate to hide the 
flimsy infrastructure of their online scam operation, Minc and his law firm frivolously tried and failed to sue plaintiff Dr. 
Murrey in Ohio. Although Minc is a lawyer and he and his law firm aggressively sued a person out of state who had no 
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champions and protectors of women are in truth and actual fact frauds and con-artists who are 


knowingly abusing the concept of vulnerable women for their own ulterior selfish and criminal 


32. As expected, evidence shows that Facebook too has been conspiring with said revenge- 


porn criminal website Cheaterreport. Specifically, Facebook not only allowed and permitted, but 


received money from i.e. profited from Cheaterreport’s criminal harm to people. This is shown when 
Cheaterreport and its gang of anonymous revenge-porn websites would pay Facebook off to allow 
Cheaterreport to advertise on Facebook e.g. in 2017, if not before (and after). Facebook is fully aware 
that all these details and as usual, in bad faith, Facebook continues to fail to provide any response, 
much less an explanation, of why Facebook is working with and profiting from (and even promoting) 
said revenge-porn/shaming/extortion scams that target e.g. vulnerable women dying of cancer. And 
of course Facebook has refused to provide any alleviation for its clear participation in said 
anonymous criminal conspiracy to harm countless people, including plaintiff. 

33. As noted above, Facebook criminals and defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv 
Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, 
Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, Facebook administrators/moderators and Facebook itself have all 
violated Meta’s own safety and community guidelines and are guilty of their conspiracy to cyberbully 
plaintiff. Because Facebook clearly conspired to harm plaintiff with the above-noted individuals, 
exceptions to section 230 also make Facebook a defendant. Defendants grossly abused the First 
Amendment which does not cover their fighting words, true threats, incitements, obscenity, fraud, 
defamation and statements integral to criminal conduct (See United States v. Alvarez, 132 S. Ct. 2537 


(2012); and 63 F.2d 744, 749 (Sth Cir. 1966)). Defendants and their co-conspirators in this action are 


lawyer and who had to represent himself pro se, both Minc and his law firm failed dismally (see Ohio state court case in 
the county of Cuyahoga: CV20.937433). 
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also criminals. California is clear that it is illegal to use any electronic communication with intent to 
instill fear or harass another person i.e. also to cyberbully another person (California Penal Code § 
653.2). There is already a long history of victims of cyberbullying committing suicide (See, e.g., 
Walsh v. Tehachapi Unified Sch. Dist., 997 F. Supp. 2d 1071, 1073 (E.D. Cal. 2014). 

34. Knowing that whatever was remaining of “offline” life was violently forced “online” 
during and after COVID-19, said defendants and their criminal co-conspirators aggressively 
contacted any and all online social media sites wherein plaintiff may have sought to socialize and/or 
date to have him “canceled”. Specifically, defendants displayed exceptional malice because they 
were aware of and exploited how in Los Angeles, where plaintiff resides, all people were forced to 
stay home and thus only socialize (and exist) “online”, both in regatd to their work and personal lives. 
In other words, said Facebook criminals and defendants knew that targeting and severely harming 
plaintiff's reputation would cause unprecedented severe damage to plaintiff's life and work. 


35. As a consequence of defendants’ conspiracy, plaintiff could thus no longer have any sort 


of reliable experience with any of the legacy tech monopolies like Meta (Facebook, Instagram, 


Whatsapp), Youtube, Gocgle (search results, etc.), Amazon, and any and all socializing and/or dating 
platforms/applications. Defendants intended to secretly ban plaintiff from any and all social and 
dating platforms i.e. “online” for life while they knew he was restricted, because of COVID, to live 
exclusively “online”. For instance, defendants assaulted plaintiff and anyone following him on 
Instagram, such that plaintiff had to abandon his Instagram account. Meta who owns Instagram 
(along with Facebook and Whatsapp) refused to do anything to alleviate this situation. Although 
plaintiff in some instances removed people following him (including women modeling with well over 
one (1) million followers on Instagram), defendants nevertheless harassed plaintiff by 


misrepresenting him as having zero (0) followers as if this was a result of plaintiff not sharing 
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defendant’s sick political and criminal values. Defendants even conspired to contact those on the 


boards of the companies cf dating platforms to have plaintiff banned for life, etc. 


36. Finally, it needs also be stated that it is clear that defendants are guilty of hate crimes 
against plaintiff. Since plaintiff did not actually do anything wrong and who merely exercised his 
right to “reject” defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, 


Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et 


al., their irrational hated of plaintiff is centered around the fact that plaintiff happens to be e.g. a 


straight, Caucasian male nd who exercises his right to free speech, to date who he freely choses, and 


who significantly has different political and religious values than them. In other words, defendants 
Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 
1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez et al. are individuals are guilty 
of hate crimes against plaintiff (see e.g. California Penal Code § 422.55). 

37. Said penal code § 422.55 includes hate crimes against a person’s sexual identity, race, 
religion, sex, etc. For example, plaintiff was unable to join defendants Facebook groups to defend 


himself just because he happened to be male. Plaintiff was assaulted just because he, like other 


| serious scholars such as Noam Chomsky, Richard Seaford and Ulrich Duchrow as well as anyone 
|| who has a shred of humanity such as Roger Waters (of Pink Floyd) and Fatima Muhammed (who 


spoke of Palestinian rights during a recent speech at Cuny Law School), 14 freely investigates and 


writes about Israeli state violence against Palestinians. Defendants attack plaintiff just because he, 


along with countless other intelligent, rational people, investigates and writes about the United States 


14 See, for example, Jessica Buxbaum’s article Roger Waters V. The Machine from 28 March 2023: 
https:/Avww.mintpressnews.com/roger-waters-v-the-machine-inside-the-pink-floyd-frontmans-battle-for-free-speech-in- 
germany/284171/. 

15 For instance, Epstein and Maxwell were associated with the Israeli Mossad spy Ari Ben-Menashe. 
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as the unlawfulness of governmental “intelligence” agencies that during and since the Second World 


War have been inseparabie from Italian and Jewish mafia, in particular Jewish mafia since the 2000s 


until the present $ 
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38. In fact, if defendants actually cared about protecting vulnerable women, then they would 


have something to say about blackmail “intelligence” networks that sexually abuse and traffic 


Junderage boys and girls.!” But because defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly 


Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, 


|Kelyn Rodriguez et al. only exploit vulnerable women for their own ulterior selfish purposes, they are 


| silent. 


39. And as the assaults on plaintiff, which also includes attacking plaintiff because he chose 


not to get vaccinated and e.g. because he freely choses to eat neither animals (meat) nor fake meat 


e.g. beyond and/or impossible meat), defendants are guilty of hate crimes against plaintiff because 


decisions and values. 


40. Facebook aka Meta (i.e. Instagram/Whatsapp, etc.) ig guilty of the same crimes given 
that Facebook is conspired to create a fake network effect to harm plaintiff. Facebook often falsely 
over-estimates the number of people engaged in “liking” defendants’ comments to socially harm 
plaintiff. For instance, Facebook will report approximately thirty (30) “likes” regarding a comment 
by one of the defendants. But when one investigates the likes, only three (3) to (4) “likes” actually 


appear to exist. This raises yet another question: Why is Facebook conspiring to harm plaintiff in its 


||! plaintiff is friendly with all people (also Jewish and Israeli people), he is fully aware of and ready for the 


shenanigans of intellectual midgets such as their childish conflation of the Jewish mafia with Jewish people. 
1? Because these criminal defendants cannot put together a brain cell together, they have nothing to say, e.g., about Israeli 
“intelligence” drugging and photographing Palestinian women in sexually compromised positions to blackmail their 


|| husbands, as shown by another great scholar David Graeber. See, for instance, Graeber’s Hostile Intelligence: Reflections 


‘om a Visit to the West Bank from 21 September 2015: https://towardfreedom.org/global-news-and-analy sis-global- 


|| news-and-analy sis/david-graeter-hostile-intelligence-reflections-from-a-visit-to-the-west-bank/. 
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clear fake inflation of social. engagement? And how much harm has Facebook’s fake network effect 
caused to plaintiff and his reputation? Facebook is aware that said harm to plaintiff is incalculable. !* 

41. Meanwhile hundreds of harmful postings and countless responses of hundreds of 
Facebook accounts seen by millions of users, the majority of whom are located in Los Angeles and 
southern California where plaintiff lives, continue to harm plaintiff's life and reputation. Because of 
this, plaintiff has no option but to file various police reports against defendants, including, but not 
limited to Facebook group members: Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, 
Ainka Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn 
Rodriguez, Facebook administrators/moderators and Tebak i.e. Meta itself with the Federal 
Bureau of Investigations (“FBI”) as well as several police and Sherriff departments within Los 
Angeles, Orange County, Irvine and Huntington Beach, etc. 

42. And plaintiff has no option but to file the instant action against said Facebook criminal 
defendants Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka Wiz, Anonymous 
Group Member 1, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez, et al. 


FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
DEFAMATION - LIBEL 


43. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though they 
were fully set forth herein. 


44. Having earned his Ph.D from Yale University in 2010 and having published his first 


18 The question also concerning the extent to which any governmental agency is involved in this matter is particularly 
urgent for all American people. As we now know e.g. via Matt Taibbi’s revelation of Twitter Files, unlawful 
“intelligence” agencies such as the Federal Bureau of Investigation (“FBI”) and Department of Homeland Security 
(“DHS”) sent federal and state “requests”, respectively, to unlawful “tech” monopolies like Facebook, Instagram, Twitter, 
Youtube, etc. Knowing their actions were criminal, said governmental agencies tried to mask their illegal “requests” by 
using new software such as “Telepromptor” wherewith said secret governmental “requests” would automatically 
disappear after being received. See, for instance, Chris Hedger’s podcast with Matt Taibbi: 
https://chrishedges.substack.com/p/the-chris-hedges-report-podcast-with-4c9?utm_source=twitter&sd=pfi#details. 
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two scholarly books in 2014 and 2015 on the invention of money in early historic Greece and its 
history though modern time, Dr. Murrey has achieved and maintained an excellent reputation in his 
community for his scholarship and professionalism. Further, plaintiff has been increasing drawn to 
and has initiated projects related to tech and legal industries, thus making his reputation of being a 
decent and trustworthy person further critical to Hig life and work. 

45. However, sometime within 2020 (at a time still to be determined, because Facebook 
obfuscates the dates of publications within its groups), defendants secretly targeted plaintiff to 
severely harm his reputation and continue in the present to ioe plaintiff and his reputation. 

46. Specifically, defendants created, posted, re-posted and circulated within a Facebook 
group: “Are We Dating The Same Guy? Los Angeles” (“FBGroup1”) and other similar Facebook 
groups (“FBGroup2-?”) with millions of users the following statements: “Public records show” [that 
plaintiff has] involvement in MURDER case of his ex wife”, is “suspected of murder”; [h]as several 
domestic violence charges filed against him”; “[has] “[f]iled [...] court cases against women [...] 
trying to extort money from them”; “[h]as acted aeeie in court”, “has STDs”, has an “ex-wife 
who was killed”, deserves to be “ARRESTED”; “claim[s] he is an attorney”; and that plaintiff is 
listed on the California court’s public record as being a “vexatious litigant”; that plaintiff has 
committed fraud, has been caught acting fraudulent, is deceitful, he falsely claims to have a doctoral 
degree (Ph.D), and that plaintiff is the subject of a “murder suspicion article”; and defendants 
elaborately conspired to harm plaintiff, for instance, in the purely fictional story invented by the 
Facebook criminal Elly Shariat. Shariat falsely claimed that plaintiff was interested in meeting her 
and that he stalked her and a client of hers at a Beverly Hills hotel until she was spontaneously 
“rescued” by “a British guy”. Although this entire story in truth and actual fact never occurred and is 


pure fiction, Shariat’s Facebook criminal co-conspirators and defendants in this action such as Kelly 
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Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena 
Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez and countless other Facebook accounts “reacted” as if 
Shariat’s fictional story was true. The Facebook criminal Amy Blalock tells a similarly suspicious 
and false story to harm plaintiff. 

47. All of these statements are false. Plaintiff has no criminal record whatsoever, and thus 
there are no such public records. Plaintiff was never involved in a murder case, much less one 
involving his wife, and not only because he was never married. Plaintiff s girlfriend passed from 
cancer in March of 2018 and he cared for her lovingly and as best as he could up until she passed. 
Plaintiff has never been charged, much less convicted of any crime his entire life. Plaintiff has never 
filed a frivolous lawsuit, much less tried to extort anyone. Plaintiff has never acted aggressive in 
court. Plaintiff is in good health and does not have any sexually transmitted diseases (“STDs”). 
Plaintiff has never claimed that he is an attorney. Plaintiff is not a vexatious litigant, nor has he ever 
been labeled one by any court anywhere. Plaintiff has not committed fraud nor acted deceitful. He is 
well-known for being an honest and fair person. Plaintiff has properly obtained a Ph.D from Yale 
University in 2011 before going on to write and publish several books and articles recognized by 
leading scholars around the world and his books and articles and ongoing writings are available at 
almost all university and college libraries everywhere. And plaintiff is unaware of any “murder 
suspicion article” of which he is the subject, nor should he be. 

48. Defendants conspired to and created and posted and published the above-noted 
unprivileged statements about plaintiff through both their own Facebook accounts (real and/or fake) 
and/or via anonymous Facebook accounts on Facebook to harm plaintiff. 

49. Defendants made said statements out of malice and/or knowing the falsity of them and/or 


without doing any due diligence prior to their publication. 
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50. Because these written statements name plaintiff and are posted alongside postings of his 
private pictures and text messages, etc., anyone reading these statements reasonably understood that 
they referred to plaintiff. 

51. As a result of these written statements plaintiff s reputation has been adversely affected 
such that plaintiff has been exposed to hatred, contempt, ridicule and obloquy; and said statements 
caused him to be shunned or avoided; and they have a tendency to injure him in his occupation; thus 
plaintiff also lost a significant amount of money, including, not limited to, his scholarly, legal and 
entrepreneurial pursuits. 

52. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 

53. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
DEFAMATION-LIBEL PER SE 
Against All Defendants 

54. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth herein. 

55. Having earned his Ph.D from Yale University in 2010 and having published his first 
two scholarly books in 2014 and 2015 on the invention of money in early historic Greece and its 
history though modern time, Dr. Murrey has achieved and maintained an excellent reputation in his 


community for his scholarship and professionalism. Further, plaintiff has been increasing drawn to 
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and has initiated projects related to tech and legal industries, thus making his reputation of being a 
decent and trustworthy person further critical to his life and work. | 

56. However, sometime within 2020 (at a time still to be determined, because Facebook 
obfuscates the dates of publications within its groups) and ongoing into the present, defendants 
secretly targeted plaintiff to severely harm him. 

57. Specifically, defendants created, posted and re-posted and circulated within a Facebook 
group: “Are We Dating The Same Guy? Los Angeles” (“FBGroup1”) and other similar Facebook 
groups (“FBGroup2-?”) with millions of users the following statements: “Public records show” [that 
plaintiff has] involvement in MURDER case of his ex wife”, is “suspected of murder”; [h]as several 
domestic violence charges filed against him”; “[has] “[fliled [...] court cases against women [... ] 


29, 66 


trying to extort money from them”; “[h]as acted aggressively in court”, “has STDs”, has an “ex-wife 
who was killed”, deserves to be “ARRESTED”; “claim{s] he is an attorney”; and that plaintiff is 


listed on the California court’s public record as being a “vexatious litigant”; that plaintiff has 


{committed fraud, has been caught acting fraudulent, is deceitful, he falsely claims to have a doctoral 
| degree (Ph.D), and that plaintiff is the subject of a “murder suspicion article”; and defendants 


elaborately conspired to harm plaintiff, for instance, in the purely fictional story invented by the 


Facebook criminal Elly Shariat. Shariat falsely claimed that plaintiff was interested in meeting her 
and that he stalked her and a client of hers at a Beverly Hills hotel until she was spontaneously 
“rescued” by “a British guy”. Although this entire story in truth and actual fact never occurred and is 
pure fiction, Shariat’s Facebook criminal co-conspirators and defendants in this action such as Kelly 
Gibbons aka Kel Culb Git, Liv Burger, Anonymous Group Member, Vanessa Valdes, Lena 


Vanderford, Michal Ofek, Kelyn Rodriguez and countless other Facebook accounts “reacted” as if 
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Shariat’s fictional story was true. The Facebook criminal Amy Blalock tells a similarly suspicious 
and false story to harm plaintiff. 

58. All of these statements are false. Plaintiff has no criminal record whatsoever, and thus 
there are no such public records. Plaintiff was never involved in a murder case, much less one 
involving his wife, and not only because he was never married. Plaintiff s girlfriend passed from 
cancer in March of 2018 and he cared for her lovingly and as best as he could up until she passed. 
Plaintiff has never been charged, much less convicted of any crime his entire life. Plaintiff has never 
filed a frivolous lawsuit, much less tried to extort anyone. Plaintiff has never acted aggressive in 
court. Plaintiff is in good health and does not have any sexually transmitted diseases (“STDs”). 
Plaintiff has never claimed that he is an attorney. Plaintiff is not a vexatious litigant, nor has he ever 
been labeled one by any court anywhere. Plaintiff has not committed fraud nor acted deceitful. He is 
well-known for being an honest and fair person. Plaintiff has properly obtained a Ph.D from Yale 
University in 2011 before going on to write and publish several books and articles recognized by 
leading scholars around the world and his books and articles and ongoing writings are available at all 
university and college libraries everything. And plaintiff is unaware of any “murder suspicion article” 
of which he is the subject, nor should he be. 

59. Thus defendants falsely stated that plaintiff committed Sree of moral turpitude such as 
“murder”, “extortion”, etc. And thus defendants falsely stated that plaintiff has loathsome diseases, as 
when they posted anonymously and then circulated and supported false statements that he has 
“STDs”, which plaintiff does not have. Defendants thus further falsely accused plaintiff of being 
unchaste and/or engaged in sexual misconduct to disparage him, all of which never occurred and/or 
are not true. And thus defendants made false statements attacking plaintiff's credibility as a scholar 


with a Ph.D from Yale (which defendants claimed was not real and fraudulent) while they attacked 
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his credibility as a scholar, writer and entrepreneur, as when they repeatedly called him a fraud and 
con-artist, etc. 

60. Defendants conspired to and created and posted and published the above-noted 
unprivileged statements about plaintiff through both their own Facebook accounts (real and/or fake) 
and/or via anonymous Facebook accounts on Facebook to severely harm plaintiff's life and work. 

61. Defendants made said statements out of malice and/or knowing the falsity of them and/or 
without doing any due diligence prior to their publication. 

62. Because these written statements name plaintiff and are posted alongside postings of his 
private pictures and text messages, etc., anyone reading these statements reasonably understood that 
they referred to plaintiff. 

63. As a result of these written statements plaintiff s reputation has been adversely affected 
such that plaintiff has been exposed to hatred, contempt, ridicule and obloquy; and said statements 
jcaused him to be shunned or avoided; and they have a tendency to injure him in his occupation; thus 
| plaintiff also lost a significant amount of money, including, not limited to, his scholarly, legal and 
entrepreneurial pursuits. 

64. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 

65. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
[Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
| plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 


THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
FALSE LIGHT 
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Against All Defendants 

66. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth herein. 

67. Defendants publicly disclosed information and material such as plaintiff s private phone 
number, his private address, his private pictures, his private text messages and court documents 
related to his previous actions that showed plaintiff in a false light. Defendants did this to make him 
seem like he had been under investigation for having murdered his girlfriend who in truth and actual 
fact passed from cancer in 2018. Defendants further did this to make it seem as if plaintiff had 
committed and had been càarged for committed other crimes such as domestic abuse, extortion of 
women, filing of frivolous lawsuits, stalking, harassment, for having been “predator”, “broke”, etc. 

68. All of the above-noted images that defendants knowingly created by said disclosures are 
false and/or never occurred and would be highly offensive to a reasonable person in plaintiff s 
position. 

69. There is clear and convincing evidence that defendants knew that their disclosure would 
create a false impression about plaintiff and they acted with reckless disregard for the truth. 

70. Defendants were negligent in determining the truth of the information and whether a false 
impression would be created by this disclosure. 

71. Plaintiff was harmed and plaintiff sustained harm to his property: for instance, his car has 
been vandalized several times and he has received several death threats, and his business and 
professional relations were harmed. 

72. Defendants’ conduct was a substantial factor in causing plaintiff s harm. 

73. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 


conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 
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74. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right.affecting the public interest 


| would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 


Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 
FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INVASION OF PRIVACY 
Against All Defendants 

75. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth Wen 

76. The California Constitution provides: “All people are by nature free and independent and 
have inalienable rights. Among these are enjoying the defending life and liberty, acquiring 
possession, and protecting property, and pursuing and obtaining safety, happiness and privacy.” Cal. 
Const. Art. I., § 1. 

77. Plaintiff had a iegitimate expectation of privacy of his person, personal information e.g. 
regarding his undisclosed full name, private telephone number, private address, private pictures, 
private text messages, private communications, private medical decisions, private vaccine history, 
private location of places where he works and socializes, and was entitled to the protection of this 
private information against disclosure to unauthorized third parties. 

78. As noted above, California Penal Code § 653.2 makes it illegal to harass someone by 


distributing, posting, emailing and/or disclosing any other person’s information without his or her 


consent, in particular when the likely effect would occur when said sending or distribution would 


{incite and/or harass a third party. 


79. Defendants allowed unauthorized and unknown third parties access to and examination of 
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‘plaintiff personal information noted above. 
80. Said unauthorized release of information to and examination by unauthorized third parties 
of plaintiff s personal information is highly offensive to a reasonable person. 

81. The intrusion at issue concerned defendants’ conspiracy to harm plaintiff by said 
disclosure of information which was private and is entitled to be private. Plaintiff was reasonable in 
his belief that such information would be kept private and would not be disclosed without his 
authorization. 

82. Defendants’ disclosure of plaintiff s private information constitutes an intentional 
interference with plaintiff's interest in solitude and seclusion, either as to his person and/or as to his 
private affairs and/or concerns and/or those of his friends and family, of a kind that would be highly 
offensive to a reasonable person. Defendants’ disclosure of private information of plaintiff without 
his consent has led to severe stalking and harassment of plaintiff over the course of years and with no 
end in sight. 

83. Defendants acted with a knowing and negligent state of mind when they permitted 
‘unauthorized third parties to gain access to plaintiff s personal information, because they knew and/or 
zeasonably should have known that their reckless disclosure of plaintiff s information would cause 
dlaintiff injury. 

84. As a proximate result of the above acts and omissions of defendants, plaintiff s 
‘nformation was disclosed to third parties without authorization, causing plaintiff to suffer damages 
in an amount according to proof. 

85. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 


86. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
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would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 
FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
DEPRIVATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS 
PURSUANT TO CALIFORNIA CIVIL CODE § 52.1 
Against All Defendants 

87. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth herein. | 

88. The conduct of defendants in their coordinated criminal cyberbullying of plaintiff i.e. 
threatening, intimidating and coercing plaintiff to violate his right to freedom of speech and right to 
protect and defendant himself and/or make and enjoy private decisions and/or socialize and/or have 
any privacy whatsoever (online and/or offline) for not complying with defendants’ dangerous and 
often nonsensical politics, including, but not limited to: defendants’ medical policies, racial policies, 
sexual policies, gender policies, culinary policies, and values in general violates California Civil 
Code § 52.1, known as the Bane Act. 

89. Under the Bane Act, if a person or persons, whether or not acting under color of law, 
interferes by threat, intimidation, coercion with the exercise or enjoyment by any individual or 
individuals of rights secured by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or rights secured by the 
Constitution or laws of California, the individual with whose rights have been interfered, or with 
whose rights there has been an attempt to interfere, may institute and prosecute in his or her own 
name and on his or her own behalf a civil action for damages, declaratory relief, and other 
appropriate equivalent relief to protect the peaceful enjoyment of the right or rights secured (Cal. Civ. 


Code 52.1(b)-(c)). 
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90. Defendants violated plaintiff s various constitutional and legal rights as a citizen of the 
United States and state of California by, inter alia, threatening, intimidating and coercing plaintiff to 
stop any and all forms of socializing online (and/or offline), in particular online (and/or offline) 
dating, for not complying with defendants’ politics, including, but not limited to: defendants’ medical 
policies, racial policies, sexual policies, gender policies, culinary policies, and values in general, and 
denying plaintiff s rights to privacy, equal protection and the right to unwanted and experimental 
medical treatments under both state and federal laws. 

91. As a direct and proximate result of defendants’ actions and the aforementioned violations 
of plaintiff s rights under toth federal and state Constitutions and other federal and state laws, 
plaintiff has suffered damages to be determined at trial, but which exceed $25,000. 

92. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 

93. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
Against All Defendants 

94. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth herein. 

95. The conduct of defendants’ harm of plaintiff was and is outrageous and extreme, the type 


of which cannot be tolerated in a civilized community or society. 
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96. When defendants harmed plaintiff on Facebook and ee by conspiring secretly to 
post, comment, circulate, etc. false and harmful statements causing plaintiff to suffer various injuries, 
defendants intended to cause plaintiff emotional distress, or acted with reckless disregard of the 
probability of causing plaintiff emotional distress. 

| 97. As the actual and proximate result of the intentional acts of defendants, plaintiff suffered 
serious, lasting emotional distress, including but not limited to: emotional distress, mental and 
physical harm, post-traumatic stress syndrome, mortification and grief. 

98. Plaintiff has had to hire and retain physicians and health care professionals to treat him for 
the psychological and physical harm he has suffered. Plaintiff has suffered medical special damages 
and incurred medical bills and has suffered general damages of fright, pain, grief, mortification and 
harm, all in amounts to be proven at the time of the trial herein. 

99. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 

100. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is bisai for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 

SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
INTENTIONAL INTERFERENCE WITH PROSPECTIVE ECONOMIC ADVANTAGE 
Against All Defendants 

101. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 

they were fully set forth herein. 


102. Plaintiff has and or had existing and prospective scholarly and business relationships 
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with various publishers, professors and clients in academia, education, science, computer software 


and “tech” in general with the probability of economic benefit from those relationships. Plaintiff 
suffered damages that includes, but is not limited to, the loss of millions of dollars of earnings in 
regard to said scholarly writings, legal work and entrepreneurial ventures from 2019 through the 
present. 

103. Atall relevant times, defendants were aware of plaintiff s existing and reasonably 
expected relationships with third parties and plaintiff s probability of future economic benefit from 
those relationships. 

104. Defendants knew of and intentionally interfered with plaintiff s prospective economic 
advantage by their above-noted conspiracy and their postings on and publications on Facebook and 
elsewhere causing plaintiff to suffer various damages. Defendants expressly targeted plaintiff and his 
prospects and attempted tc dissuade those third parties from doing business with plaintiff through 
threats and misrepresentat:ons. 

105. Defendants continue to severely harm plaintiff s economic advantages by their severe 
harassment and defamation and injury as noted above. 

106. Asa direct and proximate consequence of this interference plaintiff s relationships 
with third parties have been harmed and plaintiff has suffered actual damage to his economic 
prospects. Plaintiff has lost prospects that would otherwise have continued but for defendants’ 
heinous acts. 

107. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 


108. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
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would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 
EIGTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
NEGLIGENT INTERFERENCE WITH PROSPECTIVE ECONOMIC ADVANTAGE 
Against All Defendants 

109. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as though 
they were fully set forth herein. 

110. Atall relevant times defendants were aware or should have reasonably been aware that| 
if they did not act with due care, their acts would interfere with or disrupt plaintiff s prospective 
economic advantages. Defendants therefore owed plaintiff a duty to act with such care. 

111. Defendants breached that duty by engaging in wrongful conduct by their above-noted 
conspiracy and their postings on Facebook and elsewhere causing plaintiff to suffer various damages. 
Defendants expressly targeted plaintiff and his prospects and attempted to dissuade those third parties 
from doing business with plaintiff through threats and misrepresentations. Worse, defendants 
continue with their attacks on plaintiff e.g. on Facebook and elsewhere. Thus defendants clearly 
should have known their statements and extortion fees would interfere with plaintiff s prospective 
economic advantage. 

112. Asa direct and proximate consequence of defendants’ interference with plaintiff s 
relationships with third parties, plaintiff has suffered actual damage to his trade and occupation. 
Plaintiff has lost business clients who would have otherwise continued to conduct business with 


plaintiff and/or would have begun to conduct business with plaintiff. Plaintiff suffered damages that 
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includes, but is not limited to, the loss of millions of dollars of earnings in regard to his scholarly 
writings, legal work and entrepreneurial ventures from 2019 through the present. 

113. Unless and until enjoined and restrained by order of this Court, defendants’ wrongful 
conduct will continue to cause irreparable harm to plaintiff, entitling him to seek declaratory relief. 

114. This action, if successful, will enforce an important right affecting the public interest 
would confer a significant benefit, whether pecuniary or non-pecuniary, for the general public. 
Because this case is brought for the purposes of enforcing important rights affect the public interest, 
plaintiff also seeks recovery of attorney’s fees and costs in prosecuting this action against defendants 
under code of civil procedure § 1021.5 and other applicable law. 

NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
DECLARATORY RELIEF 
Against All Defendants 

115. Plaintiff incorporates all allegations of this complaint and re-alleges them as kaien 
they were fully set forth herein. 

_ 116. Because of the ongoing severe harm suffered by plaintiff, he requests a fadieral 
declaration for defendants to remove and/or delete any and all defamatory and/or disparaging 
statements about plaintiff and/or statements misrepresenting plaintiff. This includes a request not only 
to remove forthwith the postings of Kelly Gibbons aka Kel Culb Gib, Liv Burger, Elly Shariat, Ainka 
Wiz, Anonymous Group Member 1, Amy Blalock, Vanessa Valdes, Lena Vanderford, Michal Ofek, 
Kelyn Rodriguez, as well as all those mentioned and named in footnote number two (2) of this 


complaint, but also the pure fictional stories concocted by the Facebook criminals such as Elly 


Shariat and Amy Blalock (See the concurrently filed in support of declaratory relief Decl. of Plaintiff 
Dr. Murrey, 13 & Ex. 1; and see {f 1-14). 


117. Further, plaintiff requests a judicial declaration prohibiting defendants from repeating 
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and/or circulating said defamatory, disparaging and misrepresenting statements (Ibid. ). 

118. Plaintiff requests a judicial declaration wherein the Court orders that defendants, their 
agents, all persons acting on their behalf or purporting to act on their behalf and all other persons in 
active concert and participation with them, be and hereby are, permanently enjoined from engaging in 
and/or performing directly, any of the following acts: 

119. Defendants are prohibited from initiating contact with plaintiff and/or any and all 
persons known to plaintiff and/or any and all associates of plaintiff. Any complaints defendants may 
have concerning plaintiff must be communicated to an associate of plaintiff who will be identified by 
plaintiff for defendants and for which plaintiff will provide to defendants (Ibid.). 

120. Defendants are prohibited from making the following defamatory and fictitious 
statements about plaintiff to third persons: plaintiff has been involved in a murder case; plaintiff has 
been charged with any crime; plaintiff has been convicted of any crime; plaintiff has committed any 
civil tort; plaintiff has any STDs; plaintiff is deceitful and/or acts fraudulently; plaintiff does not have 
a Ph.D; plaintiff s writings and works lack credibility; plaintiff has taken an interest in, stalked and/or 
harassed any of them, etc. (Ibid.) 

121. Defendants are prohibited from posting about plaintiff whatsoever, including posting 
of his mee and private information, pictures, texts, telephone number, address, medical 
information, etc. (Ibid.) 

122. Defendants are prohibited from filming (whether by video camera o still 
photography) within fifty (50) feet of plaintiff and/or his premises (Ibid.). 

123. Defendants are prohibited from using Facebook and/or any Meta social media 
application and/or platform (including, but not limited to: Instagram, Whatsapp, etc.), and especially 


from participating in any Facebook group and/or any other social media application and/or platform 
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and defendants are prohibited from using any and all online dating applications and/or platforms 
(Ibid.). 
124. Defendants are prohibited from reporting plaintiff to any third party whatsoever 
(Ibid.). 
PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
Plaintiff prays for relief as follows: 

1) A permanent declaration enjoining and restraining defendants and all persons or entities in 
concert with them from committing any violations of law against plaintiff as set forth 
above; 

2) For economic damages, to be proven at trial; 

3) For general, special and compensatory damages, to be proven at trial; 

4) For exemplary and punitive damages to be proven at trial; 

5) For costs of suit and reasonable attorney fees herein incurred; 

6) For pre- and posi judeniont interest at the maximum allowable rate on any amounts 
awarded; 

7) For a tax-neutralization award; 


8) For such other and further relief as the Court may deem just and proper. 


Dated: 22 June 2023 


Dr. Stewart Lucas 
Plaintiff in Pro Per 
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Plaintiff Dr. Stewart Lucas Murrey hereby demands a trial by jury, as to the law and the facts. 


Dated: 22 June 2023 


DEMAND FOR TRIAL BY JURY 


Dr. Stewart Lucas Murré 
Plaintiff in Pro Per 
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